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I trust that this discussion sufficiently illustrates my
view, that the ratio and its one-sided elevation to a
principle, viz. rationalism, applies equally well both to
empiricism and to ideologism. Instead of ideologism.
we might have used the term 'idealism'. But to this
application of the word, its antithesis c materialism' stands
opposed, and it would have been impossible to use (ideo-
logical ' as opposed to ' materialistic', since the materialist,
as the history of philosophy testifies, may be, and often is,
just as much an ideologist, e.g. when he is not an em-
piricist but thinks actively from the universal concept of
matter.
(b]  The second pair of opposites advanced by James
is Intellectualism versus Sensationalism.
Sensationalism is the expression that characterizes
the nature of extreme empiricism. It postulates sense-
experience as the unique and exclusive source of cognition.
The sensationalistic attitude is entirely orientated by the
sense-given object; its orientation, therefore, is outward.
James evidently means an intellectual rather than an
aesthetic sensationalism, but " intellectualism" even then
scarcely seems its appropriate antithesis. Psychologically,
intellectualism is an attitude that is distinguished by the
fact that it gives the principal determining value to the
intellect, i.e. to cognition upon a conceptual level But
with such an attitude I can also be a sensationalist, viz.
I may engage my thinking with concrete concepts wholly
derived from sense experience. Hence the empiricist may
also be intellectual. In philosophy, intellectualism and
rationalism are employed almost promiscuously; hence
ideologism must again be used as the antithesis to sen-
sationalism, since, in its essence, sensationalism is only
an extreme empiricism.
(c)  James' third pair of opposites is Idealism versus
Materialism.